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published, unless their authors individually chose to make use
of them; and that if they did so, they were not to connect them
with the Conversations.

Halifax fretted under this inhibition, the more so as incorrect
versions of what had transpired at Malines were constantly be-
ing circulated. In October 1928, he made a semi-secret journey
to Brussels and Amay, where he saw some of the friends of Re-
union and disclosed to them his desire to publish the full pro-
ceedings; and in the following year his chaplain, Fr. Painter,
went across once more to make arrangements for the book to
be printed in Brussels.

In 1930, with a magnificent disregard of the Law of Copy-
right and in face of the objections of his old companions,
who held to their promise and wTere especially insistent on the
confidential nature of Dom Lambert Beauduin's contribution,
he published the papers. Van Roey, whose attention had been
drawn to the advance notices of the book, wrote a letter of pro-
test to Halifax on February nth. He regretted a 'one-sided pub-
lication* in contravention of what had been agreed; and he par-
ticularly deplored the inclusion of Dom Lambert's paper,
which had not the official character the newspapers were at-
tributing to it.20 To this Halifax despatched an unrepentant
reply. Van Roey thereupon denounced the book in The Sunday
Times, while Kidd, on behalf of the other Anglicans who had
gone to Malines, wrote to The Times to disclaim all responsi-
bility. "Whatever we may think of the wisdom of the publica-
tion or the reverse/ he wrote, *we have felt ourselves bound by
that agreement/21

Halifax was quite unmoved. As in his turn he wrote to The
Times, he had destroyed 'the conspiracy of silence which cer-
tain people in authoritative quarters had set up against the Con-
versations/22 He therefore considered that his action had been
amply justified.